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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 14 
November 2005 has been entered. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 42 and is objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 42 is dependent on claim 39, which has been cancelled. The Examiner 
believes the improper dependency to be a simple human error and interprets the claim 
to be dependent on claim 38. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 43 is being rejected under 35 USC 112, 2 nd paragraph (see below), but in 
the case that the Examiner's interpretation of "a table input device" is correct, the 
Applicant should note that the device as claimed does not appear to refer back to the 
"moveable player input device" of claim 38 and correction should be made so that it has 
antecedent basis. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 43 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 

for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 

regards as the invention. Claim 43 states "a table input device" that the Examiner 

interprets as the moveable player input device of claim 38. Please provide explanation 

of the table input device if interpretation is incorrect. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 38 and 40-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Sines et al (US Patent No. 6,165,069) in view of Vancura (6,517,073) and Franchi 

(US Patent No. 5,770,533). 

Regarding claim 38, Sines et al shows a gaming table (Fig. 1 , col. 9: 2 and 12), a 
plurality of game player locations on the gaming table (Fig. 1), and at least one dealer 
location on the gaming table adjacent to which a dealer may operate the table game 
apparatus (Fig. 1). There is a plurality of video presentations taught by Sines et al, 
where the video presentations being generated are independent from the table game 
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(col. 17: 62-65). Sines et al teaches a video controller in communication with the video 
display (col. 14: 26-67; col. 15: 1-28), but lacks the video display mounted above the 
table. Sines et al teaches an electronic receiver that detects and demodulates and 
amplifies transmitted signals (or tuner) that are in communication with the video 
controller and receiving such video presentations (col. 17: 62-65). Sines et al also 
teaches a digital computing unit 185 in communication with the video controller, 
whereby the plurality of video presentations, the video controller, the tuner, the video 
display, and the digital computing unit cooperatively provide at least a plurality of types 
of supplemental video content simultaneously viewable by each player (col. 14: 26-67; 
col. 15: 1-28), but again lacks in disclosing the video display that is mounted. Vancura 
teaches teaches the display mounted above the table for all players to view 
simultaneously (col. 3: 33-34). Sines et al discloses a video screen input device for 
each player at the card table, but lacks in disclosing a moveable player input device. 
The moveable player input device is taught by Franchi, where it is moveable from table 
to table and commands can be input to the supplemental unit in order to play a 
supplemental game (col. 17: 59-67; col. 18: 1-67). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Sines et al with the 
video display taught by Vancura and the moveable input device taught by Franchi so 
that players can easily and simultaneously view anything dealing with the game, 
advertisements, etc.; to allow for easier security monitoring, i.e. catching cheaters. In 
addition, the description of the moveable player input device in the final limitation of 
claim 1 is not considered because it is intended use of the device because a recitation 
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of the intended use of the claimed invention must result in a structural difference 
between the claimed invention and the prior art in order to patentably distinguish the 
claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art structure is capable of performing the 
intended use, then it meets the claim. 

Regarding claim 40, Sines et al teaches a supplemental game program loaded 
into the digital computing unit (col. 19: 60-62), but lacks the video display and digital 
computing unit cooperatively providing a supplemental display visible to the plurality of 
game players while at the game player locations at the gaming table (col. 14: 26-67; col. 
15: 1-28; col. 19:60-62). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Sines et al by providing the video display 
taught by Vancura in order to advertise to more people and attract new players in a 
more efficient manner, and to allow those players already playing to clearly see what is 
going on in the game and what is important to all of the players through the video 
screen. 

Regarding claim 41, Sines et al teaches a supplemental game program loaded 
into the digital computing apparatus whereby the video display, the digital computing 
unit, and the player input device cooperatively provide an interactive supplemental 
game display visible to the plurality of game players while at the game player locations 
at the gaming table, but lacks in disclosing a certain video display viewable by all 
players simultaneously, which is taught by Vancura (col. 3: 33-34); and the player input 
device taught by Franchi (col. 17: 59-67; col. 18: 1-67). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Sines et al 



Application/Control Number: 10/026,289 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3713 

with the video display taught by Vancura and the moveable input device taught by 
Franchi so that players can easily and simultaneously view anything dealing with the 
game, advertisements, etc.; to allow for easier security monitoring, i.e. catching 
cheaters. 

Regarding claim 42, Sines et al teaches all of the claimed invention but lacks in 
disclosing a player input device in communication with a machine input device, the 
machine input device in communication with the digital computing unit 185 (col. 15: 6- 
28; Fig. 5). 

Regarding claim 43, Sines et al teaches all of the claimed invention but lacks in 
disclosing a table input device (Examiner interprets as the moveable player input 
device) in communication with the digital computing unit 185 taught by Sines et al (col. 
15: 6-28). Franchi teaches the table input device (col. 17: 59-67; col. 18: 1-67). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Sines et al by providing the table input device taught by Franchi to allow 
for easier security monitoring, i.e. catching cheaters. 

Regarding claim 44, Sines et al teaches the machine input device 80 being 
disposed on the game surface adjacent the dealer location (Fig. 44). 

Regarding claim 45, Sines et al teaches communication between the digital 
computing unit and the machine input device (col. 14: 26-67; col. 15: 1-28; col. 19: 60- 
62) and is capable of communicating with the table input device (i.e. moveable player 
input device) taught by Franchi (col. 17: 59-67; col. 18: 1-67). Sines et al lacks in 
specifically disclosing that polling unit provides help with this communication, but it is 
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necessary for the devices to work with the system, so it must contain a polling unit 
otherwise the system would not know how accept signals from different input devices 
and differentiate between such signals. Thus, its obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made. 

Claim 53 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Franchi 
(US Patent No. 5,770,533) in view of Sines et al (US Patent No. 6,165,069). 

Regarding claim 53, Franchi teaches a first and second card gaming table (col. 
18: 21-30) being used through the input device 1700. It is also taught that there is a first 
video display apparatus where first card gaming table side-wager indicia can be viewed, 
where the information is monitored through a main computer for each table that keeps 
information stored related to betting, ID, etc.; so it is capable of being monitored by a 
computer network and it is obvious to one skilled in the art that a network would be 
hooked up for efficient security monitoring, otherwise the data stored in the main 
computer has no use (col. 17: 59-67; col. 18: 1-67). In addition, the above input device 
1700 is an individual controller (Fig. 17), where many players can hold his or her own, 
which creates a second video display for a second card game. Franchi lacks in 
disclosing a video hub in communication with multiple independent video content 
sources. Sines et al teaches a main computer 185, which is capable of performing the 
task of the video hub and the video content sources are the video displays 103 for each 
player at the table (col. 10; 38-54; col. 14: 26-67; col. 15: 1-28). The main computer 
185 taught by Sines et al is capable of communicating with the first and display devices 
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taught by Franchi. Franchi teaches the moveable game input devices used for different 
game tables and one for each player constituting several moveable game input devices, 
where the input devices contain the opportunity of wagering (Fig. 17; col. 17: 59-67; col. 
18: 1-67). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Franchi et al by providing the video hub in 
communication, taught by Sines et al, with the input devices (both video content 
sources and moveable input devices) to allow for security monitoring and the 
techniques of cheaters faster. 

Response to Arguments 

The Examiner withdraws rejections from previous office action in light of the 
Applicant supplying the proper filing date. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 38, 40-45 and 53 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

US Patent No. 6,585,586 teaches a larger display above the table for viewing by 
the players. 

US Patent No. 6,164,646 teaches a plurality of user input devices and video 
displays with a video monitor above all players. 
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US Patent No. 6,015,347 teaches a game table used for card games with an 
input device used by the dealer with a separate display connected to a larger display for 
the players to view. 

US Patent No. 6,641 ,483 teaches a video card game with several displays for 
each player and a main display for all players to view at table level. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeffrey C. Panos whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6136. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00am - 4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Xuan Thai can be reached on (571) 272-7147. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



XUAN M.THAI 
SUPERVISORY RKTENT EXAMINER 




